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Attention: Erica Hamilton, Commission Secretary  

 

Dear Madame: 

 

Re: Inquiry into Potential Adjustments for the British Columbia Mandatory Reliability 

Standards (MRS) Program, Order R-72-12 (Inquiry) 

Teck Metals Ltd. Submission 

 

This letter is being provided as Teck Metal Ltd.’s submission in this inquiry in accordance with 

Order R-72-12. 

 

This submission is provided in three sections, each section being intended to address each of the 

BCUC “Straw Dog” proposals. 

 

Section 1.  “Straw Dog” proposal 1  - A7  

 

1.)  The proposal as provided is recommending the adoption of the US based NERC/FERC 

definition of the Bulk Electric System (BES).  It should be considered that BC have a 

definition for the Bulk Electric System that makes sense for the situation in BC.   This 

would then adequately reflect the fact that we only have one Balancing Authority (BA) in 

BC as opposed to multiple BA’s (both small and large) in the US.  For example the 

generation inclusion of anything  >20 MVA may be material to a small BA, however it is 

debatable as to whether this would be the case to the BC BES and BA. 

2.) The exclusion process proposed for entities that are already registered appears to be 

overly onerous. In most cases, the existing registered entities voluntarily registered based 

on the BES definition that was provided and in effect at that time.  The entities should 

also be allowed to deregister on the same basis.  If an entity chose to deregister the 

administrator could object to the deregistration, within a specified time period, and 

provide the entity with evidence as to the material reliability effects. 

 

Section 2.”Straw Dog” proposal 2  - A8 

 

1.)  The “Find, Fix and Track” (FFT) process, appears to be a good option for possible 

violations.  However the process should be kept within BC.  WECC could send possible 

violation to the TAC for consideration, and the TAC would recommend to the BCUC 

whether to proceed with the NOAV process or the FFT process. 

2.) Abandon the NERC penalty table and task the TAC with developing a BC-specific 

penalty table which would take into account the impact and severity to the BC system. 
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3.) Any confirmed violation penalty should be recommended to the BCUC by TAC and not 

WECC. 

 

Section 3. “Straw Dog” proposal 3 – A9 

 

1.) As discussed above the role of the TAC should be expanded to include the following. 

a. Determine whether a possible violation is addressed using the FTT or NOAV 

process. 

b. Develop the penalty table to be used for Confirmed Violations. 

c. Recommend penalties to the BCUC for Confirmed Violations 

2.) It is unclear to why BC Hydro and FortisBC are permanent members of the TAC?  Are 

they by default the only entities that have a real impact on the BES? 

3.) As permanent members, BC Hydro and FortisBC should be limited to only one member 

each. 

4.) Non-utility generation, transmission and load entities should also be appointed to TAC 

positions by the BCUC. 

5.) The TAC should be funded by the BCUC.  The two permanent members can recover 

their costs through rate payers, whereas the others can not. 

 

 

Yours truly, 

 

 
 

A. Troy Albo 

 




